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Dear  Sir/Madam, 

Freedom  of  Information  request  (our  reference  35797) 

Thank  you  for  your  e-mail  of  4 June  201 5,  in  which  you  asked  for  information  regarding 
Julian  Assange.  Your  request  has  been  handled  as  a request  for  information  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  2000  (FOIA). 

You  asked  for  the  following  information: 

Could  you  please  send  me  any-and-all  records  held  by  the  Home  Office  which 
concern  current  or  previous  plots  to  assassinate  Julian  Assange,  including  those 
generated  by  UK  and  US  security  agencies  such  as  MI5,  Ml 6 and  the  CIA. 

I neither  confirm  nor  deny  whether  any  information  within  the  scope  of  your  request  is  held 
by  the  Home  Office.  The  obligation  to  confirm  or  deny  whether  information  is  held  does 
not  arise  if  compliance  would  or  would  be  likely  to  prejudice  national  security  (section 
24(2)),  internal  relations  (section  27(4))  or  law  enforcement  (section  31  (3)).  The  Home 
Office  also  neither  confirms  nor  denies  if  any  further  information  is  held  under  section 
23(5)  (information  supplied  by  or  relating  to  security  bodies). 

A further  explanation  of  these  exemptions,  with  public  interest  arguments  where 
appropriate,  is  set  out  in  the  attached  Annex. 

If  you  are  dissatisfied  with  this  response  you  may  request  an  independent  internal  review 
of  our  handling  of  your  request  by  submitting  a complaint  within  two  months  to  the  address 
below,  quoting  reference  35797.  If  you  ask  for  an  internal  review,  it  would  be  helpful  if  you 
could  say  why  you  are  dissatisfied  with  the  response. 

Information  Rights  Team 
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Home  Office 
4th  Floor,  Peel  Building 
2 Marsham  Street 
London  SW1P4DF 

e-mail:  info.access@homeoffice.qsi.qov.uk 

As  part  of  any  internal  review  the  Department's  handling  of  your  information  request  will  be 
reassessed  by  staff  who  were  not  involved  in  providing  you  with  this  response.  If  you 
remain  dissatisfied  after  this  internal  review,  you  would  have  a right  of  complaint  to  the 
Information  Commissioner  as  established  by  section  50  of  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act. 


Yours  sincerely 


Andy  Woodgate 

Information  Access  Team 


INVESTORS 
\ J IN  PEOPLE 


Annex:  application  of  exemptions 

Section  23  - Information  related  to  certain  security  bodies 

To  confirm  or  deny  any  of  this  information  is  held  would  give  an  indication  of  the  activities 
of  a number  of  security  bodies  listed  under  s23  (3)  of  the  FOI  Act.  As  an  absolute 
exemption  there  is  no  requirement  to  determine  the  public  interest  in  disclosure. 

Section  31  - Law  Enforcement 

Section  31  (3)  removes  the  obligation  to  confirm  or  deny  if  this  information  is  held  if  it  would 
prejudice  any  parts  of  section  31  (1).  In  this  case  the  Home  Office  has  determined  that 
confirming  or  denying  if  the  Home  Office  holds  this  information  would  give  an  indication  of 
the  investigations  undertaken  or  intelligence  held  with  regards  to  Julian  Assange.  This 
would  obviously  be  of  benefit  to  any  offender  undertaking  such  activities  against  Julian 
Assange,  in  providing  details  of  what  information  is  held,  especially  with  other  overlapping 
requests. 

This  would  therefore  prejudice:- 

Section  31  (1 ) (a)  the  prevention  or  detection  of  crime 
Section  31(1)  (b)  the  apprehension  or  prosecution  of  offenders 

Factors  favouring  disclosure 

The  Home  Office  accepts  that  transparency  and  openness  relating  to  Julian  Assange  and 
any  release  of  information  would  benefit  public  debate.  There  is  currently  a substantial 
cost  to  the  taxpayer,  for  example  in  the  continued  policing  of  the  Ecuadorian  Embassy, 
and  the  release  of  any  information  or,  as  in  this  case  just  confirming  or  denying,  would  go 
some  way  to  demonstrate  that  this  type  of  expenditure  is  necessary  and  proportionate,  as 
well  as  adding  to  the  general  debate  surrounding  Julian  Assange. 

Factors  favouring  non-disclosure 

Confirming  or  denying  this  information  is  held  would  also  allow  potential  offenders  an 
insight  into  the  investigations  being  conducted  or  intelligence  gathered  by  the  police  forces 
and/or  security  services.  This  will  allow  offenders  to  utilise  this  information  in  adapting 
their  methods  or  activities  for  evading  capture  or  detection. 

Section  27  - International  Relations  & Section  24  National  Security 

Section  27(4)  (b)  removes  the  obligation  to  confirm  or  deny  if  this  information  is  held  if  it 
would  prejudice  the  conditions  in  section  27(2)  of  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act.  In  this 
case  the  Home  Office  has  determined  that  confirming  or  denying  if  the  Home  Office  holds 
information  from  the  security  services  of  another  country  would  harm  the  trust  between 
foreign  security  services  and  our  own  if  we  regularly  confirmed  or  denied  if  information  was 
held.  Several  overlapping  requests  confirming  the  existence  of  information  can  quickly 
build  a picture  of  the  intelligence  gathered  and  from  whom. 

Similarly  if  relations  between  another  states  security  services  are  damaged,  this  would 
severely  hinder  our  own  security  services  to  function.  This  would  therefore  prejudice  the 
national  security  of  the  UK,  the  Home  Office  is  not  required  to  either  confirm  nor  deny  this 
information  is  held  under  section  24(2). 

INVESTORS 
\ Jf  IN  PEOPLE 


Factors  favouring  disclosure 

In  this  case,  confirming  or  denying  this  information  were  held,  would  allow  for  closer 
scrutiny  of  the  involvement  of  the  security  services,  both  in  the  UK  and  foreign,  in  relation 
to  Julian  Assange. 

Factors  favouring  non-disclosure 

Confirming  or  denying  this  information  is  held  would  also  damage  the  trust  and  relations 
between  the  UK  and  other  foreign  states  and  their  relevant  security  services.  This  would 
hinder  our  own  security  services  as  others  would  refuse  to  share  information  not  only  on 
Julian  Assange  but  in  general  if  we  are  not  seen  to  be  trusted  with  their  information. 

Balance  of  Public  Interest 

While  transparency  and  openness  would  allow  for  greater  public  scrutiny  of  the  situation 
surrounding  Julian  Assange,  this  should  not  be  at  the  expense  of  aiding  potential  offenders 
or  threats  to  national  security  and  international  relations.  I can  see  no  overriding  factor  that 
would  warrant  anything  other  than  a neither  confirm  nor  deny  response  on  this  occasion. 
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